Ingle's intention was to improve upon earlier hagiographical efforts, which relied heavily on Fox's Journal, by using recent scholarship to examine the founder's life in historical context. Ingle's research in both primary and secondary sources was substantial. But despite his discussion of political events and, in particular, the impact of hostile governmental policies on the Friends, the author has not produced a definitive, modern biography. The book's coverage is unbalanced, with too much detail and repetition for the period to I660 and too superficial a discussion thereafter. For example, Ingle barely mentions the Friends' involvement in the colonies of West NewJersey and Pennsylvania, suggesting nothing about Fox's reaction to their exodus; and though Fox wrote many epistles during the I68os, we learn little about what he said.
Of most concern to those looking for an interdisciplinary approach, however, is Ingle's failure to offer new insight into Fox's role in creating Quakerism. Ingle works so hard to remove filiopietistic trappings from this biography that we are left wondering how, with Fox as leader, the sect grew at all. Ingle's Fox lacks both charisma and wisdom; he seems an oddly ordinary man who made good decisions without forethought or understanding, was inconsistent in dealing with associates, and strayed sometimes from his own principles. All of this portrait may have been true, but Ingle offers no other reason-except, perhaps, luck or institutional momentum-for the movement's expansion and its ability to surmount persecution and internal division.
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